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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 13-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fujino et al 
(U.S. 5,651,006) and Fisher et al (U.S. 6,571,286). 

As per claims 13,33 Fujino disclosed a method scalable monitoring of a computer system 
comprising a plurality of computer units constituting hardware resources to be monitored 
forming, a monitored domain (col. 7, lines 1-11), and a manager comprising a central computer 
system connected to a communication network that allows transfer of information between at 
least one of the resources and the manager (col. 6, lines 5-18), said resources including memories 
and having installed therein indicator agents (col. 7, lines 43-53), the method being characterized 
in that it comprises: - a step for organizing the monitored domain into a plurality of monitored 
sub domains (d 1, d2) comprising a predetermined maximum number of resources (Al, A2, B 1, 
1 12), - a step for automatically creating and configuring (col. 7, lines 29-41), for each sub 
domain, an information synthesis node comprising at least one synthesis agent stored in a 
memory of a resource, calculating and storing indicator values in the memory of at least one 
resource (col. 16, lines 49-60), synthesizing by each synthesizing agent said stored indicator 
values to define corresponding indicators said indicators representing an operational status of the 
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resources of a sub domain, evaluating said indicators by indicator agents of said resources, each 
indicator agent being uniquely identified by the name of the indicator the indicator agent 
calculates and by the sub domain in which said indicator agent is installed and being associated 
with each synthesis agent using the corresponding indicator value (col. 16, lines 61-67), 

However Fujino failed to ddisclose a step for modifying the associations between the synthesis 
agents and the indicator agents when a predetermined maximum number of resources in a sub 
domain is reached, in order to accommodate the addition or deletion of indicators so that the 
monitored domain comprises a new architecture having, in each sub domain, a number of 
resources lower than the predetermined maximum number of resources. 

In the same field of endeavor Fisher et al disclosed the assignment of a resource to a given 
parameter depends on the parameter assignment classification, i.e., an "allocate" or a "reference" 
assignment. However, this information is insufficient for determining the appropriate behavior of 
the configuration tool when a user chooses to assign a value to a given parameter. The required 
chooses to assign a value to a given parameter. The required behavior is referred to here as the 
"allocation policy". Determining which allocation policy to apply in a given situation is 
determined by a combination of the known parameter assignment classification and the action 
taken by the user (i.e., entering a value or using the right house button to request a list to values 
from which to select). The following allocation policies that can be used to assign a resource to a 
parameter that has been selected by the user (col. 10, lines 18-33). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have incorporated the assignment of a resource to a given parameter depends on the 
parameter assignment classification, i.e., an "allocate" or a "reference" assignment. However, 
this information is insufficient for determining the appropriate behavior of the configuration tool 
when a user chooses to assign a value to a given parameter. The required chooses to assign a 
value to a given parameter. The required behavior is referred to here as the "allocation policy". 
Determining which allocation policy to apply in a given situation is determined by a combination 
of the known parameter assignment classification and the action taken by the user (i.e., entering a 
value or using the right house button to request a list to values fi-om which to select). The 
following allocation policies that can be used to assign a resource to a parameter that has been 
selected by the user as taught by Fisher in the method of Fujino to make the network more 
efficient in terms of utilizing and providing dynamic, coherent management of network resources 
involving at least one data communication network. 

3. As per claims 14,34 Fujino-Fisher disclosed a method for scalable monitoring a of a 
computer system according to claim 13, characterized in that the "step for Configuring an 
information synthesis node comprise, for each synthesis agent: step for searching, in a table 
stored in the memory of a resource (Fisher, col. 6, lines 27-42), for the name of the indicator 
agent or Agents required to calculate the indicator of the synthesis agent (Fuijino, col. 16, lines 
61-67), and - a step for subscribing the synthesis agent to the indicator agents identified during 
the search step, said subscription step allowing each synthesis agent to automatically receive, in a 
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corresponding subscription table stored in the storage means of a resource, the new values of the 
indicators found (Fisher, col. 10, lines 17-37). 

4. As per claims 15,35 Fujino-Fisher disclosed a method for scalable monitoring of a 
computer system according to claim 14, characterized in that the step for searching comprises: - 
a step for the sending notification by the synthesis agent to a naming service dedicated to storing 
the associations between a sub domain name, an indicator agent and an indicator, said 
notification comprising the name of a given sub domain and a given indicator (Fuijino, col. 16, 
lines 61-67). 

5. As per claims 16-18,36-38 Fujino-Fisher disclosed a method for scalable monitoring of a 
computer system according to claim 13, characterized in that the step for modification of 
associations comprises: - a step for installing at least one indicator agent in each new resource 
added to a sub domain (Fujino, col. 16, lines 49-60), - a step for sending, to the synthesis agents 
requiring the value of the indicator of the new indicator agent or agents a notification comprising 
the identification of the new indicator agent or agents, and - a step for subscribing each synthesis 
agent to the new indicator agent required to calculate the indicator of the synthesis agent 
(Fuijino, col. 16, lines 61-67). 

6. As per claims 19-24, 39-42 Fujino-Fisher disclosed a method for scalable monitoring of a 
computer system according to claim 13, characterized in that the step for modification of 
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association comprises: - a step few selecting, for each sub domain, the resources to be deleted 
(Fisher, col. 10, lines 17-37), - a step for wending, to the synthesis agents using the value of the 
indicator of the indicator agent or agents installed in the selected resource or resources, a 
notification comprising the identification of the deleted indicator agent or agents, and - a step for 
un subscribing the synthesis agents from the indicator agents whose indications arc contained in 
the notification (Fujino, col. 9, lines 33-44). 

7. As per claims 25-32, 43-45 Fujino-Fisher disclosed a method for scalable monitoring of a 
computer system according to claim 13, further comprising determining the maximum number of 
resources per sub domain to minimize the cost of calculating the indicators, or the number of 
synthesis nodes as low as possible (Fisher, col. 10, lines 18-37). 
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Conclusion 


1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the examiner 
should be directed to Adnan Mirza whose telephone number is (703)-305-4633. 

1 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday during normal business 
hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dharia Rupal can be reached on (703)-305-4003. The fax for this group is (703)-746- 
7239. 

12. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this appHcation or proceeding is 
assigned are as follows: 

(703)-746-7239 (For Status Inquiries, Informal or Draft Communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"); 

(703)-746-7239 (For Official Communications hitended for entry, please mark "EXPEDITED 
PROCEDURE"), 

(703)-746-7238 (For After Final Communications). 

13. Any Inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)-305-3900. 
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